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October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider. and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. -There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,
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October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief : :
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100 '
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
~ as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,
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October, 2005
Craig J. Wilson, Chief -
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100 .
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for YOur consideréfion. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

J - ///0//06

" (Date)

(Signature)
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" Craig ]. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality : I

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
“the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list

for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requiires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public

comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -

of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents

the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would

like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

Iam deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic planis such
© as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
‘these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

‘ Thank you for your consideration Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.
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October, 2005

' Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quali
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:
Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the

B the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
~ for interested parties, and.inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as p0531ble

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
. 6.2, requires, “At a publlc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
- change. as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
. comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
l of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

as Ludwigia, which is multlplymg at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

@ Iam deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
S

‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,
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October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

- Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the -REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list

for interested parties, and. inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water. Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
- as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

WQW . e
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October, 2005
* Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality ‘

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100 .

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen-and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider. and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your con51derat10n Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Smcerely,
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October, 2005
Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality .
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100
Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this. matter. .I would
“also like'to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern'is related to the lack of public process at the local level. T understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publw hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearmgs in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting pubhcxzed here?

I'am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your cons_lderatlon. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Smcerely,

ﬂ'L//W - //'715\)"

(Signature) ..(Date)
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_ October, 2005
* Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water. Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publu: hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program’was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely, S '
A Q\" ‘ ' / / } | A / o5

(Signature) ’ , - . (Date)




Wice bopoM

(Name: Please Print)

/52 Sp1) BelITo_WAY

(Street Address)
S.F CA- GJ)37
(Town) - (Zip Code)

: October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. T strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Si'ncerely,v

(e @M(W /294 ‘03/

(Signature) ' " . (Date)
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‘ October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

. Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the -REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list

for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible. '

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa'Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as

degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

7)%%7?2/%//% MQ/M - /ﬂ/ﬂ7/d\‘f"

(Signature) (Date)
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B October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and. inform your Board about iny correspondence on this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider. and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be dlscharged the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Smcerely,

{/J@MZA /Q( @pu// . . ./’2/%27’/0'5//"”

(Signature) ~ 7 (Déte)
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October, 2005
Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nltrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parhes and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. 1 would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,

) _
/C/M/Q%’l/‘-/ﬂ/// /WZf )) =2 @ 25
(Signature) ¢ / (Date)
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October, 2005
Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. 1 would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exatic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,

<t / M //w/é ////é/ o5

(Slénature (Date)




Kede Fenton

(Name: Please Print)

2400) Will1w Creek R 4.

(Street Address)
(Town) | (Zip Code)

‘ October, 2005
' Craig ]. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
‘also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
‘the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

U(AQ::—\.Aw Fendr ;>!> oS

(Signature) ate)




(Signature)

S C@m?asi

(Name: Please Print)

1S35) Willow RA

(Street Address)
Riwo Nipo 91547 |
(Town) (Zip Code)

October, 2005

" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list

for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would

‘like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such

- as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,

I2.:\q.08
(Date)




DIANE HF/—)L‘/

(Name: Please Print)

PO Bax 477
(Street Address)

FoReSTVILIE 5434
(Town) (Zip Code)

1]
, : October, 2005
- Craig J. Wilson, Chief . : ’
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality- -
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

~ Tam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider.and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
~ as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

(Slgnature) o " (Date)




Ja b P Lolgery

(Name: Please Print) /

Jrbo—re [ S

i (Street Address).

. M%ﬁ be-rts (a_ fﬁzé@

(Zip Code)

, October, 2005
* Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

. Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an

the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. [ strongly oppose the delisting of the

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list

for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter.. I would
' also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
* as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversml chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

/ @é@ f‘fﬂ/f’“/'f’

(Date)

Sincerely,




ALAL U SERK R

" V7 (Name: Please Print)

0.0 Rey 1SFHY

(Stréet Address)
‘Fow\\m\\\e ca SR
(Town) * Zip Code)

October, 2005
' Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality ‘

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL: CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publtc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change .as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated .recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,

(Date)




£ENrRL HEMMIN €

(Name: Please Print)

|448P 0L caz roso
(Street Address) '

CueRNeVfLLE er 95YY¢
(Town) (Zip Code)

October, 2005
‘ CralgI Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

v Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
‘also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water. Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publlc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider. and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meetmg publicized here?

Tam deeplyvconcerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for YOur consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,ﬂ

JW___)&MM f | &;pls'v v~

1si gnature) (Date)




T

Elpet! Eepiom

(Name: Please Print)

6015 Kick Dr.

(Street Address)
SR P5HD 7
(Town) (Zip Code)

October, 2005
Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

" Tam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on

the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list

for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. hwewid
e.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section

/6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each propesed list

change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and oppoFtinity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is: the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings-in"Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents

the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguia problems. Furthermore, I wo “

like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two-worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situatiofi:could get much worse.

’ - »

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Lagﬁha for nutrients.

Sincerely, et T
RN e /os
(Signature) - /  (Date)

- .,
M/
e

o

“



A ~§z7u4/ hivicle

‘Wame: Please Print)

225 Crafiwan CF.

(Street Address)
C.§ : Do 1OS _ 22
Santr Ppsa 95"/ > -3i31
(Town) (Zip Code)

October, 2005
Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. 1 would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,

ﬁw Apotanihe [1-16-05

(Si gnatyﬁ'e) | (Date)




(e A, ZerroN

(Name: Please Print)

2102 Balsom >t

(Street Address)
Samfs Root 95904
(Town) - (Zip Code) '

October, 2005
Craig ]. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812 0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on

the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list

for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting pubhc1zed here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Smcerely,

(o0 g pﬁ/\/\d’\f\, | /0. 20. 05

(Signature) : (Date)




RobeeT £ L AUCLL,

(Name: Please Print)

PO BoN 421
W ONTE RAO | cal .
(Strget Address) C{ 6““02/

(Town) (Zip Code)

o October, 2005
' Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS -and request for public comment an
the -REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list

for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence-on this matter. I would
‘also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
~ as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Smcerely,

W? Z/a/wco 'io"abvzobS

(Signature) - , (Date)




Jesse G ./é)ﬂr"{’ Ea €

(Name Please Print) 4

2.0196 /ﬂ’,w,x» Bid '70/3!&5’7

(Street Address)
Monte Ky Y2
. (Town) - (Zip Code)

October, 2005
' Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list

for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. .I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publlc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

Tam deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

QP,J;)-Q W %& /0 —28~05"

gnature) : . (Date)




Lo aE  ROMBEN

(Name: Please Print)

1| Shl) FELIDE HMve

(Stf_eet Address)
So. <t feancisCe, (. 94480
(Town) | (Zip Code)

: October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the -

‘Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your con51derat10n Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrlents

Sincerely,

e BMZW o /0/30)ps

(Signature) " (Date)




/ I CHret f NMee2Ppy

(Name: Please Print)

/62 DﬂQfMﬂW# Sr

(Street Address)
St Fromaiisee (o, Szt
(Town) - (Zip Code)

Meoprre 2o Cr G5 He=
_ - October, 2005

* Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa' Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearmgs in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

Tam deeplv concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your con31derat10n Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Smcerely,

JO-RE - A0S

. & 777 .
(Date)

(Signature)




\illlem H. Neviw

(N ame: Please Print)

20350 Rivea B4,
(Street Address)

M onTe Rio 95y 62
(Town) ~ (Zip Code)

. October, 2005
- Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publlc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination ‘-
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meetmg publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
~ as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for YOur consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.
Sincerely, |

AN Qe e Jorm~ - 2-08
(Signature) ' ' | . (Date)




\/:rqm/a N Huﬂ\es

ame: Please Print) ¥

$ 950 Huahes Rd
(Street Addregs)

Forestvi/l/e 95¢3L
(Town) (Zip Code)

. October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list

for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
‘also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,J

J maM% Moo 1/ 24 [o5”

(Sl gnature) te)




M CoLAl ./‘éwua.

(Name: Please Print)

gﬂ 7 Marecu /4%&/&/5

(Street Address)
Hewvsruea (A Rt
(Town) (Zip Code)

October, 2005
Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the -

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.

Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

ks [y b

(Signature) - ' Date)

oy



ﬂcﬁ,k Q—Q)t /([PP,

(Name: Please Print)

(Street Address)

_&éh(c s Q%’#@{Q

(Town) (Z1p Code)

v October, 2005
' Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality ‘

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.

Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider. and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public

comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination

of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

F @/ﬁ){ 105

(Slgnature) ' o ' (Date)

Sihcerely,




9692 Lakewood Drive
Windsor, California 95492

(Name: Please Print)

‘Charles Richafd
9692 Lakewood Drive
Windsédﬂﬁaﬂfomia 95492

(Town) - (Zip Code)

v October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

I'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

O 0 Y/

(Signature) ' - /[ (Date)




pafwic,la Miviav Solewm

(Name: Please Print)

o1 March St

(Street Address)
Healdsbuva 95445
(Town) J (Zip Code)

October, 2005
Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality U R -

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,

@MWJWM | /0/3//05

(Signature) (Date) /




//ﬂéﬁo /Ko

(Name: Please Print)

6920 Covey A

(Street Address) /

//Jkrsm/é o3¢

(Town) (Zip Code)

October, 2005
* Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

. Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list

for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed | ist
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not dehst the Laguna for nutrients.

Smcerely,

*//2 A Db Mot 1 S

(Slgnaéure) - (Date)




eriel oed Bilot fzss

(Name: Please Print)

1¢3z0 |/
(Street Address)

Geerne lle A 75,
(Town) (Zip Code)

‘ October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief -

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Waier Quali

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concermed abuui the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa D); exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your considerafion. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Smcerely,

ffu?yﬂé Iz Y Joc—
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Leo SMITH

(Name: Please Print)

14950 _Foor1d (e BLYD
(Street Address)

Clerweyille 95446
(Town) (Zip Code)

October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
- as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Si'ncerely,l

JWW fo /23 /o5

(Sl gnature) /Cbate)
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SyLuia M. WarLkize.
(Name: Please Print)

700 SpanN Ford e

(Street Address)
Menvo Paew  G4025-bad2

(Town) - (Zip Code)

_ October, 2005
* Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an

the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list

for interested parhes, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
‘also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider. and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
das Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

/flw QAM | 1/-0l- 2005

(Sign4ture) ' ~(Date)




£ileen H Pwers
(Name: Please Print)

20276 [Fr sy 106
(Street Address)

MNewle Ko CA  I5%en
(Town) (Zip Code)

H

" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

‘Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on

the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list

for interested parties, and inform your Board about my cotrespondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

October, 2005

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publu: hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Pleaseé do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Si'ncerely{

(Signature)

(/2 )os
/(Date)




Margaret Elizares
1 Sunkist Drive
Oakland, CA 94605-3022

(Name: Please Print)

. (Street Address)

(Town) + (Zip Code)

. October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

Tam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and. Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible. -

Myﬁyf’irst concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about. the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
* as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
‘these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,
oo rme o | /,/deg
- (Signature) / Za ‘ o (Date)
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Elizaeth Youna
—J

(Name: Please Print)

80T Maywch Awe.

(S@et Address)
Realdsbua 9454y 8
(Town) J (Zip Code)

October, 2005
Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality . e _

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,

E2 P c,em 10)2p)0s

(Si gnature(fj ' (Date) i
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(Name: Please Print)

K01 March Ave

(Street Address)
Healdsburg  4S44Y7
(Town)  © (Zip Code)

October, 2005
Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

Gtate Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

Iam deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,

Hoee S 2 wfzofos
O | (Date) '

(Signature)




D lavo \[ou nO\

(Name: Please [Print)

261 Marcl A,

(Street Address)
-Sr\m\d&\«um Q443
(Town) (Zip Code)

October, 2005

' Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit -

Division of Water Quality e e —— e

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publtc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,

@o.um W | O-31-05

(Slgnature) (Date)
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(Name: Please Print) [

(650  Norte ufw
(Street Address)

Santi Ros— CA 75404

(Town) ! (Zip Code)

October, 2005

" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

: Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would

‘also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

| My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.

Water Control Policy for.Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publlc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I'am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcgrely,}
A 75,&,7( - /27 /05
(Signature) (Date)



EO‘WW@( g E)l?;’n C‘evpe]avzd

(Name: Please Print)

/49¢qa Helody Ave
(Street Address)

Guevneuidls ,(a | 95 44§
(Town) - (Zip Code)

October, 2005
' Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties;-and-inform your-Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
‘also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public heating, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

T am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
‘these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,

MMJ d/é}ﬂm [c)ow /D/;)C/a:
(Signature) K . / J J (Date) T 4
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Mark R. Guenther
(Name: Please Print)

54 Aloha Ave
-(Street Address)

San Francisco, CA 94122
(Town) (Zip Code)

Qctober, 2005

" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

| Dear Mr. Wilsdn:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN. WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would

also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,
W October 27, 2005
(S:gnature) ' ' (Date)

"Mark R. Guenther



Mark R. Guenther
54 Aloha Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94122

”IIlII'III'IIlIIII”lIllI“IIIIIl“lIllI”Ill”lll”lllllll”
Mr. Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P.O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100
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" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

(Name: Please Print)

407 Pelvedere SY.

- (Street Address)
S./F T 7
(Town) + (Zip Code)

October, 2005

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

. Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would

also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the mfestatlon and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the 81tuat10n could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not dehst the Laguna for nutrients.

Smcerely,

| o/ | 7/ 05
Jéﬁ" st »/t@?/”
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Cvet Lourna >

(Name: Please Print)

JB/j0 O/ Aente Rb ,40/
(Street Address)

Lorneue, CA
(Town) " (Zip Code)

, "October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN. WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. T strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your conmderatlon Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.  sMeie LfF v <
Sincerely, ' 'i—'o, salkl oUr Areter 4[64/1” nO¥ (&j! ’
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Nancy  Porce((
(Name?Please Prmt)

/00 thpnndale DR F ﬁerg
(Street Address)

ca 24963
(Town) - (Zip Code) '

October, 2005
- Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

I'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list

_for interested parties, and "inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter.. I would -
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
~ as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that
‘these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

* Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,

e 4%0 M e -29-65

(Slgnature) /4 (Date)
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Cupmies  @AGNEL
(Name: Please Print)

[SEBT Wlieny  Prde

(Street Address)
(cweetnzdicee IS
(Town) (Zip Code)

_ October, 2005
' Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination ‘-
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your considerafi_on. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

Q A)Ow é ww | . | | IQ’S(—S\&QS\

(Slgnature) . " : (Date)
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Barhars  (sravew

| (Name: Please Print)

27 (ol W srada

(Street Address)
Greenkpype  CA. 9 Lfﬁo%

(Town) * (Zip Code)

October, 2005
- Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. 1 would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6® meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I'am deeply concerned about the mfestatlon of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not dehst the Laguna for nutrients.

Smcerely,

Mﬁ/g’w//w  Cpde, 29,2000

(ngnature) o : (Date)
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James & CAmpeELL

(Name: Please Print)

(4299 SUNSET AVE
(Street Address)

GueRvEViLLE Y344k
(Town) . (Zip Code)

_ October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list

for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board he_arings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

Iam deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
~ as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

~ Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,

,
— /01/2‘1{’0 _S.’

(Signafu{e)( j ' ’\ \j (Date)
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JAMES L. MANCINI
2554 McAllister Street
~ San Francisco, CA 94118

(Name: Please Print)

JAMES L. MANCINI

(StrcPRAJVEEISTET Street
San Francisco, CA 94118

(Town) (Zip Code)

[

October, 2005

" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit -
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

. Dear Mr. Wilson:

I'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the -REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would

“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

| My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.

Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publlc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented - in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am'deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such

* as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your con51derat10n Please do not dehst the Laguna for nutrients.

Smcerely,

. (Date)




JAMES L. MANCINI
2554 McAllister Street
San Francisco, CA 94118~
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(N ame: Please Prmt)

15500 Raazead LA

(Street Address)
\ Dunesns il Goyz0
(Town) (Zip Code)

October, 2005

* Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

‘Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. T strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would

“also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My fifst concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water. Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board heanngs in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the- Public Notice about the

* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting pubhc1zed here?

Iam deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

A/ R ‘ ke

(Slgnaturg) ' ' “(Date)
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(Name: Please Print)

(Street Address)

(Town) - (Zip Code)

, October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100 . _
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
“also'like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting pubhc1zed here?

I'am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideraﬁon. Pleasé do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

. Sihcerely,

/QMW A%(——' - ' ‘/0/2"/‘/05"
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ROBERT E.LARSON

(Name: Please Print)

5413 DUF'ONT DRIVE

(Street Address)
SANTA ROA;A 254D9
(Town) - (Zip Code)

October, 2005
Crang Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Tam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a pubhc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million.. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,

.'WMZW | | /0/25’/95

(Slgnature) 3 “(Dite) 7
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(Name: Please Print)

D Wigh 57 -A#

(Street Adde€ss) .
6@72’» @51 G509 3833
(Town) _ (Zip Code)

_ October, 2005
' Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

I'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting pub11c1zed here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
* as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. . There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

gfa«\ ﬁv// D ﬂ% 30 oo

(Slgnature) , ‘ - _ (Date)
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Gary Bodwin

8180 Park Avenue
Forestville, CA 95436
October 31, 2005

Craig J. Wilson, Chief

‘Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
PO Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson: o
I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list for
interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would also
like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination of
Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents the
opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore I would like
to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the Sacramento
hearing in December on this issue? How was this meeting publicized in Sonoma County?

I'am a CreekKeeper volunteer and monitor Mark West Creek. I am aware of the poor water
quality draining into this creek from the Laguna and then into the Russian River. The water
quality in the Laguna is having a very negative impact on the water in the Russian River and on
the steelhead and Coho salmon habitat in this watershed.

1 am also concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such as
ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that these
plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as '
degrading the fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.
Sincerely,

R

Bodwin
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(Name: Please Print)

)/23¢ Serrree Dr

(Street Address)
Foresmville CrF 7513 ¢
(Town) 7 (Zip Code) .

October, 2005
' Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit -

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board .

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 .

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. 1 strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board he_armgs in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, aﬁd if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your conmderatxon Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Smcerely,

, Dutrs—— 10730/ 05
(Signature) ” (Date)
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(Name: Please Prinf)

(Street Address)
Gln Fllen Lo 95945
(Town) - (Zip Code)

. October, 2005
* Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

‘ Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
‘also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination™
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to ?ﬁharged the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consxderatlon\ Please d¢ not delist the Laguna for nutnents

Sincerely,

W /o -39 -05

(Slgnature) ' . (Date) |
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(Name: Please Prinf)

0O \an #erme/ JeAS

(Street Address)
Yo eﬁ"l// (€ 95430
(Town) (Zip Code)

October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief :

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100 '

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

. Dear Mr. Wilson:

I'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an.this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearmgs in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your cons_iderafion. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Si'ncerely,‘

/1&1%\/5 » [O—30 - 085

(Signature Vi ¥ | (Date)
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JOHN L. HUGHES

6095 Van Keppel Rd.
FORESTVILLE, CA 95436
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!QbLCn/ R. C(H/%oru N
(Name: Please Print)
© 9/0/6 Ruver Devd

@//1 ¢ Gars Mive e

(Street Address)
@S Fequniccy %13/
(Town) (Zip Code)

, October, 2005
' Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
-Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list

for interested parties, and inform_your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Si'ncerely,’

(7 . 2 . 2906
(Signature) - o . Dae)
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‘(Name: Please Print)

PO @ox 26 6

(Street Address)
é////m,ut: Uille A el
(Town) - (Zip Code)

_ October, 2005
' Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the -REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publw hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguha for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

Fome  iofiofs

(Signat_ure) o | - , ' (Date)/
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F’:{rls George E. Hillman
. Colma, CA 94014 -3139

(Street Address)

(Town) 7 (Zip Code)

"~ QOctober, 2005

* Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would

also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

M /féh.‘.«-«-— /7/214 ? f) /é/¢74/a~f/

(Sl gnature) g (Date)
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October, 2005

' Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Guality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

‘Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. q
a orm your Board about my correspondence on this matter. §il

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water. Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publtc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearmgs in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,

i w0505

" (Date) "
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(Name: Please Print)

/733 CALAVARAS DrT.

| (Street Address)
éﬂ%wﬁ%ﬁézﬁ~ CA Gy
(Town) (Zip Code)

_ October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief :

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
,wsa-im@mmm Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your.Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would

“also like to receive the notice for.the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

S2 5/ —o5
. (Date)
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NoeZ Bouck
3000 Joy Koad
Occsdental, CA 95465
Fmail: noelb@somic.neat

October 31, 2005
Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. 0. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 958 12-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list for
interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would also
like to receive the notice for the December 6th meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 6.2,
requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list change as
documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public comment shall be
provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination of Regional Board
hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents the opportunity to
give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems.

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such as
Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that these
plants provide habitat. for mosquitoes, feared to be. spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of the
infestation, and if nutrients continue to be dlscharged the situation could get much worse.
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Noel Bouck
3000 Joy Road
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cpmeE smemwIET Ot o0 v

Division of Water Quality o
State Water Resources Control:Begg- .
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Craig J. Wilson, Chief :
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ﬁAAP/-{ M cLeran
(Name: Please Print)

PO Box &r§~

(Street Address)
[Keurrecd CA 24949
(Town) (Zip Code)

_ October, 2005
- Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

" Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

‘Dear Mr. Wilson:

Tam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
"also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider. and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

Iam deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that
‘these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

(Signature) ( '  (Date)
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Charfes ¢ 4/'M/§~€/‘1 Shere

(Name: Please Print) /-

500 Eastside &,

(Street Address)
Hea/ds bura L
" (Town) / (Zip Code)

_ October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality. -

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list

for interested parties, and inform your Board about.my correspondence an this matter. I.would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List,” Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.
Sincerely, '
‘ K—p/\ 5“5/‘4———‘/ 3 0" 15T
%MM %&/ Det)3/, zo0 5

(Si gnatufé) (Date)
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(Name: Please Print)

(Street Address)

Anne Wurr
603 Keller St. ,
Petaluma, CA 94952-2807 (Zip Code)

. 3 [ October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and mform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
‘also hke to receive the notlce for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
- eradication  program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile 'virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sih‘cerely,J

Q’“"“‘*&UM ' -'0/3‘/05*

( (Date)

‘] 603 Keller St.

] Anne Wurr
Petaluma, CA 94952-2807
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(Name: Please Print)

LYoz onc fono

(Street Address)
Zowerwu/@, A . Q5430
(Town) * (Zip Code)

October, 2005

" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

_Sacramento, CA 95812-0100
Dear Mr. Wilson:

I'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the ‘REVISICN TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION .303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would

also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

1 am deeply concerried about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such

~ as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discha;ged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank yof for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

o os

(Sign_ature)v | g | ' - (Date)
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(Name: Please Print)

11250 Vel lotin, Rl

(Street Address)

Forestvlle 7424

(Town)  (Zip Code)

October, 2005

eeaneu, A 95812-0100
Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence aon this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,{
M \‘Z_\,D /o -3 /-0 (
ngnature) (Date)
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(Name: Please Print)

7349 cever RoAbd
(Street Address)

FoResTVILeE CA 95436
(Town) (Zip Code)

_ October, 2005
' Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an

the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list

for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence cn this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
. Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water. Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall . consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
* as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that
_these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections ‘of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

AD L e aes

_(Si gnature) ' - (Date)




Mr. A. Durs Koenig
7349 Covey Road
Forestville, CA 95436
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Craig J. Wilson, Chief ‘ ‘

Water Quality Assessment Unit, Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board

PO Box 100 '

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

10/30/05
Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for |
public comment on the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION
303(d) LIST OF WATER QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA.

I strongly oppose the delisting of the Laguna de Santa Rosa for hitrogen and
phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list for interested parties, and
inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I
understand that the Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water
Act Section 303(d) List, Section 6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall
consider and approve each proposed list change as documented in water body fact
sheet: Advance notice and opportunity for public comment shall be provided."

Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination of Regional Board
hearings in Santa Rosa%las in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents the
opportunity to give first hand'accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore,
I would like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public
Notice about the Sacramento hearing in December on this issue. How was this
meeting publicized in Sonoma County?

T am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic

plants such as ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very

‘controversial chemical eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5
‘million. There is evidence that these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to

be spreading West Nile virus, as well as degrading the fish habitat. The eradication

‘program is limited to only the two worst sections of the infestation, and if nutrients
“continue to be discharged the situation could get much worse.

Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

' Thank you for your consideration.

Si

Tina Fields, Ph.D. ,
260 Golden Ridge Ave b
Sebastopol, CA 95472

(707) 824-9318
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(N ame: Please Print)
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: (Street Address)
’R\G NIDO 959 |

(Town) (Zip Code)

October, 2005

" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Tam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. [ strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list

~ for interested partles, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ méeting as soon as possxble

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider. and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board he_arings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concemed about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such

- as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Si'ncerely,/

%‘_OMJA@»— %/‘/q /d/g/ /05

(Slgﬂ/ture) (Date)
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* Craig J. Wilson, Chief

“B@M/D‘// FuGeve w. + gem}w/ ved:

(Namé: Please Print) .

/958 0AK View ecke]e
(Street Address)

Sl veel PokK - Pya2s”
(Town) ~ (Zip Code)

October, 2005

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100 ‘
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna.de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested. parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on'this matter. I would

“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

| My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.

Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact. sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. . There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,

/ ‘ % - R W/

- (Date)
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(Name: Please Print)

'/‘f;z% SUNSET AVE

(Street Address)

QL/ERNEV/LLECW.%%

(Town) - (Zip Code)

' . October, 2005
* Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

. Dear Mr. Wilson:..

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. ‘Please place me on your notification list

for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for.the December A™ meeting as soon as possible:

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.

Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At-a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve. each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public

comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -

of Regional Board he_armgs in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not dehst the Laguna for nutrients.

Smcerely,

~

a/ﬂgﬂ-/) /%z/ 08,005

(Slgnature) (Date)
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(N ame: Please Print)
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' (Street Address)
ToRESTV 12LE -
» (Town) (Zip Code)

Craig ]. Wilson, Chief October, 2005
* Craig J. Wilson, Chie ' ) -
Water Quality Assessment Unit v TEL, Z// N~ 7?/ -/ W
Division of Water Quality ' '
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

- Dear Mr. Wilson:

I'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. 1 strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. - Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. . Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting pub11c1zed here?

ITam deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
- as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,

/ / gt 3 [ doos
(Date)

(Signature)
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(Name: Please Print)

20 50k 272(

(Street Address)
Guerneyviees & 4
(Town) (Zip Code)

"~ October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief '
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812 0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level.: I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publlc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearmg taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting pubhc1zed here?

1 am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. - The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Pleasé do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.
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(Name’ Please Print) |
/ 2.9 —S €4 Joi'e CW_Q,

(Street Address)

SM‘OV /&d*m. "3SQOI

(Town) ~ (Zip Code)

. October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief :

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

, Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the dellstmg of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nltrogen and Phosphorus

' alsgkkuoxecemelhannnceioLth&DeeembeFé—meenng.a&soomas—pessrbl

My first.concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.

Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your con51derat10n Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Smcerely,

é«uﬁﬂ% - @30 2005
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(Name: Please Print)

Ms. Dyana Foldvary
7381 ll};ddml ake Road —_—
Forestville. CA 95436-9702

(Town) (Zip Code)

October, 2005
' Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board®

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

v Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list

for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
‘also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
* as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
‘these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

~ Thank you for your con51deratlon. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

/@%% R

(Slgnat;ﬁ) i . / (Date)
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" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

DanleIH Morm
P.O. Eox 249
Monte Rio, CA ©5462-0249"

(Name: Please Print)

(Street Address)

(Town) (Zip Code)
October, 2005

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812—0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would

“also like to receive the notice for the December 6* meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. . Furthermore, 1 would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

+ Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
‘these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as

degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,

M//\ - /%%M

(Signature) / (Date)
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(Name: Please Print)

SO Ylorsmo wy

(Street Address) .
&m@e@u £ 94
(Town) . (Zip Code)

o October, 2005
* Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Tam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
' also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems.” Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
- as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Smcerely,

= -1 -08

(Signature) | — - - (Date)
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(Name: Pleaée Print)

G I« Zﬁrz o /)/Q/@éf £«

(Street Address)

ﬂﬂ,é Lonsa 8 9 CFos
(Town) " - (Zip Code)

_ ’ October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nltrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested partles, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a pubhc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publlc:lzed here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
- as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

LR
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(Name: Please Print)

5"/{5 /{LU_ZrS'thX / .

' (Street Address)
<
63&..»0% v Mo CA 7}(&/76
- (Town) (Zip Code)

_ October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

" Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
‘also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination - -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting pubhc1zed here?

Tam deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa- by exotic plants such
* as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Smcerely,

MM u/zfos

(Slgnature) (Date)
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' Craig J. Wilson, Chief

!
Liz e Yna
(Name: Please Print)~”

7972 g/a‘(/” ﬁ\/e_

(Street Address)

Ko%n er 1 )png CA

(Town) (Zip Code)

q492
October, 2005

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the -REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and. inform your Board about my correspondence.an this matter. I would

“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible. \

¥

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.

Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public

comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -

of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

%W | - /0/28‘/05
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(Name: Please Print)

Ra mond H. Peterson
636 Gossage Ave.
Petaluma CA 94952

(Town) (Zip Code)

October, 2005

" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:
- Tam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an

the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board ‘about my correspondence on this matter. I would

“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider. and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

~ Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting pub11c1zed here?

Iam deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

* Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguha for nutrients.

Sincerely,

)9/; 4/@5/

(Si gnature) ' ' . | (Date) ~
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Marulee Qol,

(Name: Please Print)

ROR 223
. (Street Address)

ST neville DS 44

(Town) (Zip Code)

‘ October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

. Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for YOur consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,

%

3 M b 00 2 Yo
(Signature) VE , (Date)




= PRI PR f—_—— -

MARYLEE J. CARLI
P. 0. BOX 327
GUERNEVILLE CA 95445

6YC

AX

O
- s Py
¥ s z ‘Q
T e T _ ) o5 vov
:E; — - T | 2605

AN IS S CJ&

%}i‘t‘w&\b}: Jzui*fiu“ﬁuxx& A

Raornemadd , Cf

Qoesi2r — Groo




pa 0 | Q 6\2,7,[0

(Name: Please Print)

1o  (euke, St

~ (Street Address)

(quernes\\e 45440,
(Town) : (Zip Code)

A . October, 2005
' Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality .

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Tam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publtc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
- as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Si'ncerely,‘

L 3 6et o5~
(Date)
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(Name: Please Print)

G2 St via l—-ﬂmé

(Street Address)
Fetzlecman oA G4952
(Town) - (Zip Code)

October, 2005
' Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

v Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible. v

My first coricern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.

" Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section

. 6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider.and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
" Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting pubhazed here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
~ as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your considerati_on. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

: Smcerely, .

/(/Ww/ /@W B | /0/5//a5

(Slgnature) ' - (Date)
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Steven Krisk
411 Studio CIrclee #7
San Mateo, CA 94401

(Name: Please Print)

(Street Address)

(Town) " (Zip Code)

: October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief '
Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board he_arings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I'am deeply concerned about the mfestatlon of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exctic plants such
* as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideraﬁon. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

ancerely,

ol SR oo

“(Signature) ' | ' | : (Date)




Steven Kriske
411 Studio Circle, #7
San Mateo, CA 94401
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(Nande: Please Print)
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(Street Address)

A\ Ceeride  cA Qusa0-~
(Town) (Zip Cdde) Ly o4

‘ o October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief ’
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P.O. Box 100 -
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for'interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this. matter. I-would
" also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water. Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider.and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,

\\Anm?m}m . X ""\ &b)aﬁiy)os

(Si gnature)




MARY P. MILTON
208 ASHBURY AVENVYE
EL CERRITO, CA 94530
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(Name: Please Print)

16605 B

(Street Address)
OOC/WJ 7SYES
(Town) ‘ (Zip Code)

Octaober, 2005

* Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento CA 95812 0100

| Dear Mr. W1lson

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would

“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like ‘to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I'am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa.by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your c0n51derat10n Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Smcerely,

D ety w--s‘fzoaé

(Signature)’ " (Date)
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~ (Name: Please Print)

IZO‘ Box 1067
(Street Address)

Octidetal  CfF T 765
(Town) (Zip Code)

' October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief .

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I 'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publlc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

Iam deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for YOur cons_ideraﬁ_on. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

%/ / %g Y

(Signature) , | (Date)




-

OVJ"tZY QM/:{\/ /g‘sﬁ/!l—i—»f Unri
ﬁdﬂ &Ud‘é@v /a/owad éah—/-h,/ ﬂQdV”(

r.o. Box ‘toc

. CWO .T* L‘/ 0 ‘/VS‘.’"": e o . Navajo weaving  UsA37

_ _ | - Sd crareto C77 IITE7 2 - 0,00 | -

TERIZADIOE 1iini:;f§ufxa=xﬁ=lxmmwl'li“uﬂu=”=;il=ztirh

e —— .

v remgea -




s
\(:e'_

\/#rm = Lowmry

‘(Name: Please Print)

0sY Puere e

(Street Address)
TJenNesp.  954sD
(Town) (Zip Code)

_ October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board -
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

» Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interésted parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter.. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents

- the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program'is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

athe Lyurer, ///’f/oé“

(Slgnature) " -/ ’ (Date)

Sincerely,




PRUNUSKE CHATHAM, INC.

ecological restoration ® civil engineering © hydrology
forestry e revegetation ® erosion control
P.O. Box 828 e Occidental, CA 95465
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(Name: Please Print)

9550 Kro %sm O

(Street Address)
Jozestiicce (95936
(Town) (Zip Code)

_ October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an

the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA! ™I strongly oppose_the delistinng of th“j_j
meanta Rosa forNitrogen.and Phosphorus. Pléase 8_place_me_on your-notification_lis¢
for interested parties,.and .inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would

also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” WRy_is_the only hearing taking place in_Sacramento? Elimination )
—of-Regiorial Board heatings in Santa Rosa-has-in “effect deprived miany Sonoma.County fesidents ™

—the’opportimity-to- gl_\iq_f_lgwaccouhts of tiie:many-Laguna-problems:) Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearlng in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

(Tam deeplmd aboiit the inifestation of the Laguna de SantawRosany exotic plants stch 7
as"Ludwigia,-which-is-multiplying at’such’ a_prodlglous~rate-tmy~controverS1al~chem1ca1~;7
eradlcatlon~bfogram—was initiated—recently-at-a-cost-of-$1-5- ~million._There_is_evidence that>

C:these,plants_prowde habitat_for mosquitoes, ie;argljo be-spreading-West-Nile-virus; as well"as_—7
c—degrading ng fish-habitat; The eradication programis limited to ed to only the two worst sections of
the infestation; and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

%{/j// _ [p-500%
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0% Derry

(Name: Please Print)

EvHl ARk avE

(Street Address)

FORZsTYILLE CA PSHDL
(Town) I (Zip Code)

October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

- State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on

the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list

for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
‘also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve “each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about. the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

1 am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
- as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

o plafes

:(Slg‘?lure) 0 0 - /' (Date)




JOY DERRY,.
8346 Park Avenue
Forestville, CA 95436
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(Name: Please Print)

ol 35 Wegrey Py

(Strcet Address)
CugtneViwe (Ch T5H
(Town) /' (Zip Code)

, October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812 0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list

for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board heanngs in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? I-Iow was your meeting publicized here?

I'am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

/3 /ps
(Date) -
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" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

G/m W @Au,mm/

(Name: Please Print)

3 LUy DRIVE
(Street Address)

G/%i/é/%é CA FL90f 2% F

(Town) - (Zip Code)
QOctober, 2005

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

‘Dear Mr. Wilson:
Tam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an

the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would

“also like to receive the notice for the December 6% meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

Tam deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exctic plants such

as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

-eradication program was initiated ‘recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your considerafi_on. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. _

A

Sihcerely,

i ¥,

/-3 -08

/(Signaturé)( ‘ — ,(Date)
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LYNN NBwTon
(Name: Please Print)

Fo Box 034
(Street Address)

FPepesTviLLz CA 95432

(Town) (Zip Code)

October, 2005

" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would

“also like to receive the notlce for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.

Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publlc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider.and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public

comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -

of Regional Board he_arings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the ~Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting pubhc1zed here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

e [Z1 |25
- (Date) -
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Ytsonduy /.

(Signature) (/ / |

MaoADRR) T STEIGER

(Name: Please Print)

b6 CVEY FpAP

(Street Address)
FORESTUILLE (4 9SY3
(Town) (%_C_?CW 6

October, 2005

" Craig J. Wilson, Ch1ef

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100 '
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an

“the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST. OF WATER'

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and. Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would

also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider. and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

| ///3/9-{
.'. (Uate).
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Tim TRANNA

(Name: Please Print)

goas HiDbeN CAks D

(Street Address)
\ FPopesTiuE cA 95 ‘{—2(0
(Town) — (Zip Code)

October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

" State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. - I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requiires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
~ of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting pub11c1zed here"

Iam deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
* as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for YOur consideration. Please do not deijst the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

M %/’ZQ/\_,. | | ' 1}/‘}-/05

(Sigrature) T ' ‘ ' (Date)
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Arline Jones
(Name: Please Print)

15935 B'irkheler Cf.

(Street Address)

Cuerneville 954 Y4k
(Town) + (Zip Code)

. October, 2005
" Craig ]. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit.
Division of Water Quality :
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public-comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water. Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At.a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa: Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
_ the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for YOur consideraﬁon. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

W{nj) @WW . '7/-,2—'05

(Signature) - o ‘ o (Dz_ite)
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//1/4 fer Brumick

(Name: Please Print)

(0472 Arwshoa, (Noods BY

(Street Address) U

beuerneville Q54

- (Town) (Zip Code)

October, 2005

* Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812 0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

Tam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place ‘me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would

also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board he_arings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such

- as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

11/ /05
{Daté)

Silncerely,v
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Mr. Walter Brunick
PO Box 80
Jenner, CA 95450
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* Craig J. Wilson, Chief

(Name: Please Print)

Farrell Winter
229 Gilbert Dr. _
Santa Rosa, CA 95405-4746

(Town) (Zip Code)
October, 2005

Water Quality Assessment Unit

-Pivision of Water Q‘ucuu._y -

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

‘ Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would

“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for YOur consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

/10505

Sihcerely,{

(Signature) / ' Date) -
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" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

A OTTER

(Name: Please Print)

22-A CENTER ST
(Street Address)

SAN RAFAZL 444901
_ ~ (Town) (Zip Code)
o < forman esidant of ema.

October, 2005

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality: ‘
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. 1 strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.

Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public

comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -

of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

1 am déeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. - There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

| Mmm?éﬁ’ﬁn - /g /es
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(Name: Please Print)

1365 E\’\V\S@V\ fane

(Street Address)
Fvcér\/‘\(e, Q A5%436
(Town) | | - (Zip Code)

b

" Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
- Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Tam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna. de Santa Rosa for. Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

October, 2005

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems.- Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meetmg publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
* as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

WWM& /-2 05

(ngnatu o (Date)




Ms. Elizabeth Naegle
7365 Johnson Ln.
Forestville, CA 95436
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DON CARMAN CONSTRUCTION
Lic. # 332483
10641 Canyon Road
Forestville, CA 95436

(Name: Please Print)

(Street Address)

(Town) - (Zip Code)

_ October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division uf Water "uah‘y

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

. Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nltrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
"also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

- Sacramento hearmg in December on this issue? How was your meeting pubhc1zed here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,

W tra— /d/j//&é/
(Signature) K// ' ‘ § Dhte) 7
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MBevr 510400

e : - (Name: Please Print)
#4998 Vipo Hi(( 4o
(Street Address)
b 7% 7L
(Town) (Zip Code)

October, 2005

" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

» Dear Mr. Wilson:

I'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the -REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN- WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would

“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

- Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sivncerely,‘

_(Signature) NE / o (Datc)



B M. Sidbury
4998 Vine Hill Rd.
Sebastopol, CA 95472
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70 BETHA (KLA.S’//ER’

(Name: Please Print)

(307 Uit N7 7

(Street Address)
Berirey (4 9479
(Town) * (Zip Code)

_ October, 2005
' Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100 ‘
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:"

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the' December 6" meeting as soon as p0551b1e

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
~ as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your considera{ion. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Smcerely,

4 %U%w -~ /// \7/0\)

(Slgnature) - ’ " (Date)




Tobetha Flasher R
1301 Walnut St. I S
Berkeley, CA 94709 — .
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(Name: Please Print)

YO 1304 //%M Suimn/nT Av/é

(Street Ad,dress)
Bt A 9SH
(Town) I (Zip Code)

i

October, 2005

" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100 :

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna' de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would

also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publtc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meetmg publl(:lzed here?

Iam deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

-eradication program was initiated. recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consxderatlon Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Slncerely,
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(Name: Please Print)

o< Bexaen. Avslve.

(Street Address)
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- (Town) (le Code)
October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit -

Division_of Water Quality . . —— 2

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812—0100
Dear Mr. Wilson:

Tam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
"also like to receive the notice for the December 6 meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board he_arings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for YOur consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

/ﬂ/ﬂ/ -

(Date) f

Sihcerely, ‘
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(Name: Please Print)

20395 Railcond Ave. (P.ORox3%6)

(Strect Address)

Morte o CA 95 Yoz
(Town) (Zip Code)

October, 2005

* Craig ]. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like- to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideraﬁon. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,

Wfk | /4 /2005~

(Signature) o - (Date)
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(Name: Please Print)

~(Stroet Address).

(Town) ~ (Zip Code)

October, 2005
Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality- !
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for. interested parties, and inform your Board about my corresponderice on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water. Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearmgs in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting pubhmzed here?

I'am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

e, \@/{ﬂ } _ /////(’rs

(Sighaturef y : I Mate)
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A8 Ms. Terry Matsik
P.O. Box 159 .
Monte Rio, CA 95462-0159

(Stlg__‘__ L3 R NUUERUGS. N
§ Mr Gary Getchell . |.-
,,,4 PO Box 159 | o
! Monte Rio, CA' 95462
(Town) -~~~ 7 (ZipCode) ~

October, 2005

' Craig J. Wilson, Chief -

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812—0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I.am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. T strongly oppose the delisting of the

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus Please place me on your notification list

for interested partles, ‘and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publlc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
- Sacramento hearing i in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Jorquatick 11505
T g X W :
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Mr. Gary Lee Getchell
Terry Lynne Matsik
PO Box 159

Monte Rio, CA 95462-0159

NATIONAL PARK

: FOUNDATION

Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

THEAZ 7 OADO

”l"l!l'l‘l‘ll,l! Il“lll!”‘"IIH””HI"HI"Hl"'“ﬂ{ll"




Katherine. Arvin 5‘(’-\-0‘924‘3@"

(Name: Please Print)

Bex 418

(Street Address)

Tante. Rosa. ATz~ 19(R
(Town) (Zip Code)

October, 2005 -
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quahty Assessment Unit
-Division of Water Quality -
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

. Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. T strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me.an your notification list
for interested parties, and inférm your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6:2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
~ Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

1 am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
~ as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
‘these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be dlscharged the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely}

(e une. w%a%w  Mov.5 2605
(Slgnature) : » ‘ (Date)
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(Name: Please Print)

A0 Kepwoo @o(—H’)

(Street Address) '
San Adsamo CA 94760

(Town) (Zip Code)

c . f o October, 2005 '
" Craig J. Wilson, Chie an VHE

Water Quality Assessment Unit ( L ow nege Wm/l
Division of Water Quality Russion Kiver 1A )
State Water Resources Control Board SpremA- W o A
P. O. Box 100 ge P1eFICULY 25 venr
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 MAPE "tlbap sypcE T HKE el

b PO VS o,

Dear Mr. Wilson: ’ i MARID
I'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level” T understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section

6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list

change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public

comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents

the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would

like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

1 am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation }m get much worse./' /

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Qﬁéﬂ@m& ‘ Ie/pc

(Signature) | ! (D'atg)

Si'ncerely,‘
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Joseph J. Long
P.O. Box 334
Monte Rio, CA 95462

MUYORCYCLE HALL OF FAME MUSEUM SUPPORTER

20388 Feorwit! Dp

(Town) + (Zip Code)

' Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality e
State Water Resources Control Board '

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

Tam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

October, 2005

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the -

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publlc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearmgs in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

Iam deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Sarita Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections ‘of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be dlscharged the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,

. 3 )Q’_M . /)-2D5
(Signature) ¢ ; _ . (Date)
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MNADELEE S . BER¥E
(Name: Please Print)

20222 Alder Ra.

(Street Address)
MO T e Rie S Y2
(Town) - (Zip Code)

October, 2005

" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would

also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I .am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

J\/]CP,A&QQ,W\Q &b\/.{, oy élécs

(Slgnature) ' (Date)
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Ms. Madeleine S, Berke
PO Box 31

Monte Rio CA 95462-0311
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W. Cpvérun
(Name: Please Print)

Gy o Contens MWLM)

(Street Address)
o “Swdramaw (1 W
(Town) V, (Zip Code)

' October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief -

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the -REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and- inform your Board about my correspondence on this  matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publlc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider. and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sorioma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public’ Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a verycontrovers_ial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Si'ncerely,‘

_(slgnaaz«y (/ o | gte)
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(Name: Please Print)

\ %9\ D £ rchrb‘ﬁ%

(Street Address)
Nooh\and L 45695
(Town) | 7/ (Zip Code)

October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit -
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water. Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider. and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings-in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. - Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I.am deeply concerned abouit the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of -
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Slhcerely,
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Bruce St. Join Maher
P.O. Box 508
Monte Rio, CA 95462
707-865-0910

(Name: Please Print)
Bruce St. Jofin Mafier
P.O. Box 508

(Str?‘gi ] %?-ggas-osm

3

(Town) (Zip Code)

October, 2005

" Craig J. Wilson, Chief -

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100 '

Sacramento, CA 95812—0100

' Dear Mr. Wilson:

I'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list

-for-interested parties, and inform your Board about my"correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publlc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearmgs in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

~ Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,

T Altee

o Utk fof

(Signature) / » v (Date)



h Bruce S. Maher
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CelesPe Felciono
(Name: Please Print)

200 A&m¢,&mqu€d

(Street Address)
Kenwood. 544z
(Town) (Zip Code)

_ October, 2005
' Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and. inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million.. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,'

( 4{1LpaAoo | - 4‘”1'H+6—b5

(Slgnature)d - | ' ~ (Date)
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" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

MARY L, WRIGHT
(Name: Please Print)

7977 BoOeca ave  (P-1(/
(Street Address)

SEBASTOPL. CA q54Ta.
(Town) - (Zip Code)

October, 2005

Water Quality Assessment Unit .

Division of Water Quality o - . e
State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your-Board about my correspondence on this- matter. - I would

“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level: I understand that the.

Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publtc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meetmg publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for YOur consideration. Please do not delist the Laguha for nutrients.

Sincerely,

\{\I\ ONAD, \N ) MQ&' _ Nev 2 poeS
.(Slgnature) Q , ~ (Date) T
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' Craig J. Wilson, Chief

(Name: Please Print)

2 Barbara J. Russell
F 16559 Neeley Rd.
2y Y Guerneville, CA 95446

(Town) (Zip Code)

Octaober, 2005

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100 -

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested partles, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would

“also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section

6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list

change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public

- comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination

of Regional Board hearmgs in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

~ Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

/Q/AZ\WQ—M IOV

(Sl gnature) (Date)
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(Name: Please Print)

175495 Oacguvdd 1Y

(Street Address)
A 45/2/% VilkF 74
(Town) (Zip Code)

_ October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quali

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested partles, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6 meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a pubhc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
" change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
- as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not dehst the Laguna for nutrients.

Smcerely, A

Mo fiiss g

(Slgnature) aE _ _ (Date) _
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Ap(em Heenee

(Name: Please Print)

loos Deewie Oe .

(Street Address)
CoRESTUILE QA Y3,
(Town) ' (Zip Code)

October, 2005
' Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality S e

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

. Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for pubhc comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter.I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in-Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacrarmnento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I-am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

| ' /}%/me\ | '\\-SfeS

Sigigpdre) |~ [ ‘ (Date)
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(Name: Please Print)

2952 Bardey R

(Street Address)
Sactofcse. @ A5 Hod
(Town) o (Zip Code)

October, 2005

" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the -REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, ¢ and inform your Board about my correspondence.an this matter. I would

“also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

‘My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.

Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,

@ %m\ B L *1.’[/6(9105"’

(Signature) | - (Date)
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TREW FOBAEEK

(Name: Please Print)

[ 1907 HWALCRE ST

(Strgct Address)
sz oG/ | LLE CR 75432,
(Town) | (Zip Code)

October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification. list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting pubhazed here?

1 am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Si'ncerel‘y,'

(Signature)' ' ’ "(Date)
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Mr. and Mrs. Drew L. Robarts
5678 Margarido Drive
Oszkland, CA 940618
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(Name: Please Print)

860 | NLENTEN [DEN
(Street Address)

CongstVite 454306
(Town) ~ (Zip Code)

‘ October, 2005
" Craig ]. Wilson, Chief '

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of - Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider. and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board he_armgs in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
~ as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

(Signatur®) , -~ (Date)
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(Name: Please Print)

Adlantis Advertising

(S1R325 ddysdg) Dr. Ste. B
~ Morgan Hill, CA 85037

(Town) (Zip Code)

October, 2005

' Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality :
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

‘Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the

- Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
-for interested parties; and inform your Board about my corréspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

| My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.

Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such

~ as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.
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thk ()c’w;res

(Name: Please Print)

YO, Bex 145

(Street Address)
CAZADERO CA ASY2
(Town) (Zip Code)

_ October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list

for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is. the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely, ‘
/C /é / % // / 7/ o5
(Slgnature) ate) ‘
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" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Eﬁacr M S'E'ALEA/

(Name: Please Print)

32¢ T Lakes 2R

‘ (Street Address)
Sawm kosa 75407
(Town) ' (Zip Code)

October, 2005

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the -REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would

“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearmgs in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna_de_Santa_Rosa_by_exotic plants_such .
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your con51deratlon Please do not dehst the Laguna for nutrients.

Smcerely,

m ')/wa./

7 {Date)
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(Name: Please Print)

o ; g19p0 ﬁu,mom ﬁm@mﬁu@

(Street Address)
14:2 [ 2) 4{ ;Z:tlﬂ Y énﬂ g /[(/57&;
(Town) v L (Zip Code)

October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100 :

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me.on your notification list

‘for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
"also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At 4 publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body. fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the- infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b)} exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

DA Df Thendel _y)elos

(Sl gnature) " (Date)
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(Street Address)
DR CA A Do
(Town) | (Zip Code)

» October, 2005
' Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit.

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

. Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list

for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water. Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting pub11c1zed here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. ‘There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please\do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

(Sig{lature;" i / S (Date) -
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(Name: Please Print)

\25~ V\/\(M‘\c\ol(_o Ln.

(Street Address)~’
ﬁlemo\\\e CA 95436
(Town) (Zip Code)

_ , October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality :

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on

the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list

for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water. Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider. and approve each proposed | ist
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
* as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. .

Smcerely,

Sp@ D (Q"" &(w “\‘ZODS

(Slgnature) - . » .. (Date)




25 W gord - (;?““PM*'.{;
';ﬁ)J@-\—J\,\\e . CA asYz36 5

Cra\j Wi\sw | cUied

Watee ua\- Assesment Uat

Divigiou Wetder Quatcty
 Sdate Ldter Re .saq\rcu_Cv\vW\. RL .

E?E@‘:F%_OX \O0 | ”J:!.-islc:}&uu”nl:”}z:m:””an”:uﬁu!ﬁnuin”
 Socrawmento, & qsglz-ple0




(-

l’/ Caton

(Name: Please Print)

oo G len Cyn - R

(Street Address)
Senta Guz, CA 8040
(Town) (Zip Code)

October, 2005

" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

. Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr WllSOI'l .

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for pubhc comment an
the -REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would

“also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider. and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1. 5 million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is. limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continueto be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

At 7] Oz EEY)

(Signature) ' ' (Date)
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Larry Hanson .= "™ S _ .
10448 ScenicDrive " .. . _ T
Forestville CA 95436~ - C o S
October31, ..005 S

Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public
comment on the REVISION to the FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d)
LIST OF WATER QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly
oppose the delisting of the Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please
place me on your notification list for interested parties, and inform your Board about my
correspondence on this matter. I would also like to receive the notice for the December 6
meeting as soon as possible. :

It is apparent to anyone who has looked at the Laguna that.it is impacted with an over
abundance of nutrients that would mostly come from agriculture run-off or wastewater
treatment plants. The fact that your stated reason for delisting (that there is not sufficient
data) is simply a casé of sidestepping the issue. You need to direct your agency to test the
Laguna and compare these tests with other independent monitoring data taken there (such as
at CCWI in Sebastopol)

The infestation of Ludwigia is a strong indication of nutrient load, such as with an
abundance of nitrogen and/or phosphorus. Over a million dollars was budgeted to rid areas
of the Laguna of this plant, mainly due to a possible outbreak of Nlles virus carried by a
mosquito that resides within the plant.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.
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(Name: Please Print)

\ FUSO L Low LﬁEE(CQD

(Street Address)
Occ!denl - Cha 9
(Town) ‘ ~ (Zip Code)

QOctober, 2005
Craig J. Wilson, Chief -
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for-interested- partles and inform your Board about-my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.

Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Pleasé do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

Syl
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' Cralg] Wllson Chief | ;
Water Quality Assessment Unit - , L
Division of Water Quality - ” - R
State Water Resources Control Board ‘ o ‘

. P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

' Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the - REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the dehstmg of the

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus, Please place me'an your notification list

Afor interested parties, and inform your Board al bout'n my cggr_gspgmdence on this matter.: I would

also Tike o receive the notice for the.December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider-and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet.’- Advance notice and, opportumty for public
comment shall ‘be provided.” Why isithe only hearmg1 taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like "to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public'Notice about the
Sacramento hearmg in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

-l am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
“eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 -million.. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for ;mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
_degrading fish habitat. 'The eradication program is limited to only' the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be dxscharged the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not dehst the Laguna for nutrients.

Smcerely,

;_:(Signa,ture) V T ‘ | y I (iZate
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(Street A/ddress) A

(Town) 7 ‘; ' (Zip Code)

October, 2005
Crang ‘Wilson, Chief :
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812—0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comnment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for inferested parties, and inform your Board about.my correspondence an this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

%Z 5/ s

(ngnature) / '. B (Date)
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Wcens £ Guy

(Name: Please Print)

B s Cacle

(Str'get Address)
Ch2Anero FSYH]

(Town) ~ (Zip Code)

} October, 2005
" Craig ]. Wilson, Chief
- Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. 1 would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems., Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for YOur consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Smcerely,

%M £, %&W /A4S
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(Name: Please Print)

| (Street Address)
Wi%glsp/ CA 75492
(Town)~ - (Zip Code)

-t

" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100 .

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

- Dear Mr. Wilson:

I 'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties,-and: inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

October, 2005

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I'am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for YOur consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

/\JU/ ]\ | /////O§
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SARLA OLE

(Name: Please Print)
Bote C BOAL R D2 .
(Street Address)

- (Town) (Zip Code)

(I

October, 2005

" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit -
Division of Water Quality ' .
State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

'Dear Mr. Wilson:
Tam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an

the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested partiés, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would

“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

Iam deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
‘these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as

degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discha;ged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

%\@h L. D\z_ _ W-2-05

(élgnéTIfEY (Date)



£ booer Ooance.
(Name: Please Print)

RATE urzvoce. [ .
(Street Address)

Snora Rosa cd S
(Town) (Zip Code)

October, 2005
* Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the -
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Si'ncerely,r

/Z/ %@%‘V\ . 12/20 (65

(Slg\%ture) | " (Date)




MNe Terey WALLIwg
(Name: Please Print)

FIS EL PRADo AVE .
(Street Address)

SAN RAFAEL 420
(Town) " (Zip Code)

‘ S October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit :
Division of Water Quality .
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the -REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list

for interested parties, and inform your-Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publlc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, 1 would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

T am deeply concerned ahout the- infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Smcerely,

%%MWMM i)t

(Slgnature)




ELLeNg w»@\ﬁ(

(Name: Please Print)

lo(s” G%Néffmf—.

(Street Address)

(Zip Lode)

August, 2005
Catherme Kuhlman: Executive Officer o
North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board T e
. 5550 Skylane Blvd. Ste. A’ , ‘ '
Santa Rosa, CA 95403

Dear Ms. Kuhlman

I am a supporter of Russian River Watershed Protectlon Committee and an advocate of -
strong water quality measures, especially for the Russian River. I urge you to carefully
consider my views on the two issues below and convey my concerns directly. to your
Board. Also, please put me on your mailing list to receive future notices on these issues.

First, Iurge you and the Regional Board to NOT support.a change in the Basin Plan to
allow incidental irrigation runoff. While I support appropriate. agricultural and large

- landscape irrigation, which can be effectively regulated, I am particularly concerned that
incremental runoff from small residential parcels will cause huge cumulative impacts -
'during summer low flow conditions. -

I am concerned about health impacts to those of us who enjoy recreatmg in the lower
Russian River, both from direct contact with p0531b1e pathogens, as well as coritact with
~ disease causing mosquitoes that feed on the exotic plants growing: rampantly in nutrient
rich conditions. I fear that both the chemicals remaining in the wastewater after
treatment, and the chemicals and nutrients washed from the land into the waterways.
through runoff, will be harmful to my family, my friends, and myself. I urge you to leave
- the summer discharge prohibition in the Basin Plan as it exists now.

- Secondly, I urge you and the Board to not tum the Russian River County Sanitation
District into a regional system serving Occidental, Camp Meeker, and Monte Rio, as well
- as hundreds of other parcels on septic in and near the flood plain. The system does not
function properly in high flow conditions and the costs of bringing it into compliance at
all times will be prohibitive. We much prefer local land based commubnity septic systems
: and septic management districts. Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

%?@Wy - C?//éa/o&o

(Slgnature) J B (Dat




Lv( eﬂ'bc/»f \’\(1 lson

(Name: Please Print)

(Street Address)
\Il ‘m,\wu A ‘439?)2,
(Town) | ~ (Zip Code)

October, 2005
- Craig J. Wilson, Chief ‘
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality '
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an

the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the

Laguna de Santa Rosa for.Nitrogen.and. Phosphorus. Please .place me on your notification list

for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
_change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
~ as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at'such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,

PO -Bo—as
(Date)




K enoetid Onprmie.
(Name: Please Print)

RIT8 plurvoce. [ .
(Street Address)

Suora Rosa cd - Fedcd.
(Town) ' ~ (Zip Code)

October, 2005
* Craig ]. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit -

Division.of Water Quality. e i i

State Water Resources Control Board '

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the -REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nltrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. [ would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water: Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider. and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportumty for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearmg taking place in Sacramento” Elimination -
 of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems., Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Pubhc ‘Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting pubhc1zed here? '

Iam deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
_-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosqmtoes, feared to be spreadmg West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutr}ents. .

Sincerely,

Al //z/

(Sightore) @)




Me. T erey WALLIVg
(Name: Please Print)

FAG EL VRADo AVGE .
(Street Address)

SAN RAEAE [490
(Town) - (Zip Code)

‘ October, 2005
' Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit _
.. Division.of Water-Quality . . — . .. BT
State Water Resources Control Board ' ' '
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA I strongly oppose the delisting of the -
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus.' Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
"also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting pubhazed here?

Tam deeply concerned about the’ ififestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
~ as Ludwigia, which is mulhplymg at sucha prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. ~There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as.
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for YOur consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,

‘(‘Si_gnamre)‘ /(D )




\' v( e‘ﬂ‘a,‘ \'\('\éon

(Name: Please Prmt)

B34 € \le5 “’Coﬁ

‘ (Stfegt Addrcss) ‘
Gsado, cp 4300
(Town) | : (Zip‘COde)

. T : : October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief - -
Water Quahty Assessment Unit - N ) . .
Division of WaterQuality -~~~ -7~ - =7 om0 mem o e
State Water Resources Control Board ‘ S ‘
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812—0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

Tam respondmg to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for pubhc comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for. Nltrogen and. Phosphorus.- Please place melan your notification list
_for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the'December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water. Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB 'shall. consider and approve each proposed list
_¢hange as documented in. water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is|the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearmgs in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
- Sacramento heanng in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa’ Rosa by exotic plants stich
* as Ludwigia, which is multiplying ¢ at such a prodigious rate that a very ¢ontroversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated ‘recently-at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as.
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the mfestatxon, and if nutrients continue to be dlscharged the situation could ‘get much worse.

* Thank you for your consxderatlon Please do not! dehst the Laguna for nutrients.

. Smcerely,

- (Date)




Sh2A ORE
(Name: Please Print)

Bexe C B it O .
» (Street Address)

ShN AFAEL- CA . q4qo;_>
(Town) - (Zip Code)

’ _ October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit

- -Division-of Water Quality - e e e

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100 ,
Sacramento, CA 95812—0100

'Dear Mr. ‘Wilson:

1am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. 1 strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested partxes, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

‘My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water. Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list

change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board he_arings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many pegple in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about. the

* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

‘Iam deeply. concerned about the mfestatxon of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such

~ as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently-at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
‘these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not dehst the Laguna for nutrients.

Smcerely,

N e R L Ry 1=
(Date)




&LeNeQ wr@f(

(Name: Please Print) .

g/ﬁwcsa/mﬁ_.

(Street Address)

(Zip f£ode)

August, 2005
Catherme ‘Kuhlman; Executive Off1cer
North Coast Regional Water er Quality Control Board ' . T e
. 5550 Skylane Blvd. Ste. A’ ; ' .
Santa Rosa, CA 95403 -

Dear Ms. Kuhlman

I'am a supporter of Russian River Watershed Protecuon Committee and an advocate of
- strong water quality measures, especrally for the Russian River. I urge you to carefully

consider my views on the two issues below and convey ‘my concerns directly. to your

Board. Also, please put me on your mailing list to receive future notices on these issues.

[

Frrst Turge you and the Reg10nal Board to NOT support a change in the Basin Plan to
allow incidental irrigation runoff. While I support appropriate agricultural and large
. landscape irrigation, which can be effectively regulated, I am particularly concerned that

. -incremental runoff from small resxdenhal parcels will cause huge cumulative’ impacts
during summer low flow condmons

Tam concerned about health impacts to those of us who enjoy recreating in the lower
‘Russian River, both from direct contact with possible pathogens, as well as contact with
disease causing mosquitoes that/feed on the exotic plants growing rampantly in nutrient
rich conditions.. I fear that both the chemicals remaining in the wastéwater after =
treatment, and the chemicals and nutrients washed from the land into the waterways.
through runoff, will be harmful to my family, my friends, and myself T urge you to leave’
the summer dlscharge proh1b1t10n in the Basin Plan as it ex1sts now.

- Secondly, I urge you and the Board to not turn the Russian River County Sanitation
District inito a regional system serving Occidental, Camp Meeker,. and Monte Rio, as well
as hundreds of other parcels on/septic in and. near the flood plam The system does not
function properly in high flow conditions and the costs of bringing it into compliance at
all times will be prohibitive. We much prefer local land based community septrc systems
..and septic management dlstncts ‘Thank you for’ your consideration.

Sincerely,

%%ﬂ  Yfos”

(Slgnature) - - (Datg)




MICHIEL GERAIS

(N ame: Please Print)

[ 969 SWEETWATER SFE Rp.
(Street Address)

é&fﬂl/k’mwr_—" 25 4¥¢
(Town) (Zip Code)

October, 2005

' Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS-and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and. Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would

also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity. to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

Iam deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideraﬁ_on. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

Dihad Soweis [ -26-0¢

(Signature) . (Date)
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(Name: Please Print)

/5 985 %««M/

(Street Address)
émm/,’é 7 7 5476
(Town) | 7 (Zip Code)

_ October, 2005
' Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de San_tﬁgsafor/\l\_h_t_r_qggn_amiﬂgsm)_ms Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties,'an and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
‘also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for YOur consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Si'n_cerely,/
i //M?’ _ Wl
(Slgnature) - (Datef
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(Name: Please Print)

o Rox %1
(Street Address)

Grucrucville caA aS%4L
(Town) " (Zip Code)

October, 2005
Craig ]. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list for
interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would also
like to receive the notice for the December 6t meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 6.2,
requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list change as
documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public comment shall be
provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination of Regional Board
hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents the opportunity to
give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, [ would like to know how
many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the Sacramento hearing in
December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such as
Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that these
plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of the
infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,

/\juc/&,aﬁ_ Rl t | oo
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(Name: Please Print)

| Y& 2.4 ﬁ@@mooaﬂ Lamg

(Street Address)

Cwermeult (bﬂr WLy

(Town) (Zip Code)

October, 2005

" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the

~ Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list

for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

\@ﬁqz ;;Z__.. /0 / zé/ 0. S"

Si'ncerely,‘

(Signatore) ,,, (Dite)



: Ms. Andrea Kaufman
14529 Redwood Ln
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(Name: Please Print)

7727 @chqm{ /4/9/44/9

(Street Address)
é /4’?///75’0///& (A Fs L4
(Town) (Zip Code)

‘ October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
"also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

%M%D&%/M AM 7’ yr vy /o '-;{ffaf

(Slﬁlature)v (Date)
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g Marylee Fithian

- 17727 Orchard Ave. ® - ¢ -

» Guenieville; CA 95446 |




ROBERT & CLiRA AL BACH
(Name: Please Print) Sns (LAANG .
JHT6L Canyon Y | 232 WAREFEL

(Street Address) DALY <ITY.CA
‘ 9 4o15

Rio _Nipo, ¢4 9547/
(Town) 4 (Zip Code)

October, 2005
* Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

' Dear Mr. Wilson:

Tam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination - -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

g W 4 AN NSt , 10 (29 /05
Fotnd F A 1928/ ers

(Signature) - (Date) -

Sihcerely,




33 Wakefield Ave. )
@ Daly City, CA 94015
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(Name: Please Print)

268 SinG B

(Street Address)
St QA %{@S
(Town) | / (Zip Code)

, October, 2005
* Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN. WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list

for interested partles, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
‘also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change ‘as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meetlng publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your cons_lderatl_on. Pl_ease do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.
Smcerely, '

(S1gnature) . — : ' 3 (Date)
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- Susan Richter
P.O. Box 9466

: Santa Rosa, CA 95405
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MARTIN ScHereER
(Name: Please Print)

SIOl MEFURLANE RA.
(Street Address)

SEBasToPOC  (CA. 95472
(Town) (Zip Code)

: October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

" Dear Mr. Wilson:

Tam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the -

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6t meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How: was your meeting publicized here?

Iam deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
- as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
‘these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

. Smcerely,

/W&L

(Sl gnatufe) _ (Date)
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‘ "Mr Martin Scherer

: 5101 McFarland Rd
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Victoria Wikle

21905 Russian River Avenue
‘ P.O. Box 151
Villa Grande, CA 95486

(707) 865-2474
<VictoriaWikle@usa.net>

Oct. 26, 2005

Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Regarding: NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF
WATER QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA.

I recommend that exotic invasive species be included in the listing for segments of the
Russian River Watershed, specifically Ludwigia be added to the list for the Laguna de
Santa Rosa and the main stem. The Ludwigia problem is growing downstream in the
‘main stem of the river as well. Each year new patches form. Each year the patches grow.
This must be done to stop the river from choking on Ludwigia.

Arundo donax, an amazing 30 foot tall grass and fire hazard, is increasingly evident up
and down the river. Also there is a huge problem with Pepperweed in the upper
watershed. Something bad has happened to the chemistry of the water so that it now
encourages growth of various noxious weeds.

The river is the recipient of huge amounts of treated wastewater. This must be stopped
because nutrients in wastewater contribute to the problems. Places in the watershed have
concentrations of nitrogen and phosphorus that are contributing to the noxious weed
problems. I recommend that you continue to list the river and its tributaries for nitrogen
and phosphorus. We are losing our native plants and habitats for wildlife because of
conversion to weeds.

Please forward my letter and concerns to the appropriate people and keep me informed
about this issue.

~-

Y ly, ) =
ours truly M/& Lt e
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Victoria Wikle
PO Box131
Villa Grande, California 95486
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October 2005

Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

- State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

" Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson: : ‘ 1

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public
comment on the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST
OF WATER QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. | strongly oppose the
delisting of the Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me
on your notification list for interested parties, and inform your Board about my
’ correspondence on this matter. | would also like to receive the notrce for the December
" meetmg as soon as possible. .

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the IocaI level. | understand
that the Water Control Pollcy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section
303(d) List, Section 6.2, requires, “At a public. heanng, the RWQCB shall consider and
approve each proposed list change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance
notice and opportunity for public comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing
taking place in Sacramento? Elimination of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa
has, in effect, deprived many Sonoma County residents the opportunity to give first
hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, |'would like to know how
many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the Sacramento
hearlng in December concerning 'this issue. How was your meetlng publicized here?

| am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna' de Santa Rosa by exotic
plants such as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very
controversial chemical eradication program was initiated recently, at a cost of $1.5
million. There is evidence that these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be
spreadrng West Nile virus, as well as degrading fish habitat. The eradication program
is limited to only the two worst sections of the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be
discharged, the situation could get much worse. .
Thank you for your consuderatlon Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrrents

Sincerely,
/(ﬂfww/ Cl’ 7W October 28,2005 - -

DaV|dA Minium L o .
964 Evergreen CT A
Sebastopol, CA 95472 I N
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David ium
964 Eveigreen CT

Sebastofol, CA 954724527 "~ T

Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P.O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

I
)

STIO0 A O I Y T A (Y (A [ A S

—_— e = . - . RS e ——— A




W

by

E4

(Name: Please Print)
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17807 Nee ey PQ/—

(Street Address)

- (
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(Town) © (Zip Codt)

October, 2005

" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the ‘REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would

‘also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developmg California’s Clean Water Act Sectlon 303(d) List, Sectlon

. change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notzce and- opportunity for public

%78

L

comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -

of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the

- Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such

~ as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients contmue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not dehst the Laguna for nutnents

Sincerely,

(Date)

DS Or—



Anne Grauzlis
1252 Po Box
Guemeville, CA 95446-1252
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(Name: Please Print)

TH92:0 (v, | cwm

(Street Address)
(Towrr)/ (Zip Code)

October, 2005

* Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100 :

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would

also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for YOur consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

0-27)-0S

(Si gnature) ] h (Date)
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(Name: Please Print)

wmveswcrl / édoo FErn Wy

(Street Address)

GUBngu e §SY9-9322—
(Town) : (Zip Code)

October, 2005

" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would

“also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water. Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publzc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting pubhazed here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your cons_ideraﬁon. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

25 ocT 2665

Signate) ' - | (Date)
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(Name: Please Print)

)ﬂo LB % 5£3

(Street Address)
Blienesille CF  GE#<
| (Town) -7 (Zip Code)

. October, 2005
' Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit ,

Division of Water Quality— e e e e e
State Water Resources Control Board I '
P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812—0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the -REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a pubhc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the A
Sacramento hearing in December ori this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients contmue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your con31derat10n Please do not dehst the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,

Kooy focbepz Jo-AE 0 £

(Signature) 7 4 4 (Date)
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(Name: Please Print)

- Kevin Garry

"15896 Wright Dr.
Guerneville, CA 95446

i

rown) (LI1p Loug)

October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit -

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812—0100

| Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. 1 strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and. Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such -
* as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 ‘million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for YOur consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

'v ) é 7> o | IO/Z 5/95
_(Signatu/e) - 0 | (}batc) /

Sihcerely,
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BLUAN NELSoy
(Name: Please Print)

26760 Yuwizr BLVP
. (Street Address)
QMM\\'-\M;\ . V) Po.Box \7S/>

MONTY Yo €4 A¢Y b
(Town) + (Zip Code)

_ "October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

i_Dear Mr. Wilson:

I'am responding to the- NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developmg California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publtc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board he_arings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. '

Sincerely,

Oue Lt - o) /o”

(Signature) ' (Date)
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(Name: Please Print)

| 75 (ab/ mem\/#ﬂl/&

(Streef Address):

60&@%1/2['/; Py @f‘/}/é

(Town) " (" (Zip Code)

_ , October, 2005
' Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

- Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the -REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
‘also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a publtc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board heanngs in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
" 'these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Si'ncerely,.
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(Street Address)

@\N 5419

(To nj’ (Zip Code)

October, 2005
Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sincerely,

s iy 200

(Signature) (Date)
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Jane E

3727 Burnside Road, Sebastopol, CA 95472

‘Nielson

&WW

October 27, 2005

Mr. Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit ‘ _ Lo
Division of Water.Quality -
State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment

on the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the de-listing of the

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus nutrients. Please place me on your

It}i)tlflcatlon list for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on
18 matter

I am deeply concerned about the mfestatlon of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants
such as Ludwigia, which is multiplying so fast that environmental protections are being cast
aside for a very controversial chemical eradication program, at a cost of $1.5 million, without
prehmmary studies of the possible impacts on fish and other sensitive wildlife species. There

. is evidence that these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile
~virus, as well as degrading fish habitat. The éradication program is limited to only the two

worst sections of the infestation, but if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could
get much worse.

I understand that the only hearing for public input on this issue is in Sacramento, even
though the people most affected are in Sonoma County. I feel that eliminating a Regional

" Board hearing in Santa Rosa deprives many Sonoma County residents of an opportunity to

give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Iknow people who were overcome
by immense discharges from dairies this past summer, when monitoring the first Luwidgia

spraying.
Thank you for your consideration. I would like to receive the notice for the December 6™
meeting as soon as possible. Please do not de-list the Laguna for nutrients.

Smcerely,

]ane ‘E. Niélﬁso‘n, Ph.D. '
3727Burnside Road - . T A
Sebastopol, CA: 95472 - ... o T

phone: (707) 829-9393; FAX: (707) 829-9591
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iwomas W, Aluperson
(Name: Please Print)

e ke L N 5 ouTHERN Aue

(Street Address)
GuerRNEUILLE 9s5dd o
(Town) - (Zip Code)

October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

P. O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Iam responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on

the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list

for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would
also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

Iam deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
-eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. - There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your considerafion. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcerely,

(Slgnaturc) ‘ S (Date)
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DL Edwgn) Schlduteme,

(Name: Please Print)

/6359 12 Lf-

(Street Address)
Guemtly G 5%y
7 (Town) " (Zip Code)

s

‘ ' October, 2005
" Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

' Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the -REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. 1 strongly oppose the delisting of the

Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list

for interested partles, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would
“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the.
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section

6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
* Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I'am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
‘eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million.. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

Sihcérely,

JQ22-0J

(Signz;tﬁre) ~/ - — T U (Date)
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(Signature)

(Name: Please Print)

2y

(Street Address)
Ly rtuly, £4° P02
(Town) - (Zip Code)

October, 2005

* Craig J. Wilson, Chief

Water Quality Assessment Unit

-Division of Water Quality -

State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100 :
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I'am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would

“also like to receive the notice for the December 6™ meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the. -
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public ‘hearmg, the RWQCB shall consider. and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination -
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical

‘eradication program was initiated recently at a ‘cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that

these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.

| /ﬂé?’//o/

- (Date) 7~

Sihcerely,

Robert E. Goodwin
2465 Hallmark Drive Maltrye

Belmont, CA' 94002-2907 A 15 g5
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Beth Martinez

3329 Claremont Ct

__Santa Rosa

95405

October, 2005
Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality - ‘
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. 1 strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
fot interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. T would

also like to receive the notice for the December 6th meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public
comment shall be provided.” Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, | would
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here?

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse.

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients.
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Beth Martinez
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3329 Claremont Ct

__Santa Rosa

95405

October, 2005
Craig J. Wilson, Chief
Water Quality Assessment Unit
Division of Water Quality .
State Water Resources Control Board
P. O. Box 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Dear Mr. Wilson:

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for pubhc comment on
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list
fot interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would

also like to receive the notice for the December 6! h meeting as soon as possible.

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the
Water Control Policy for Developing California’s Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section
6.2, requires, “At a pubhc hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list
change as documented in water body fa